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' Preface to the READER. 
Courteous Readet, 
. Hink not that Thave preſum'd to defend his 
Loraſhip's Letter, or arrogated to my ſelf 
© the ſupport of hs Epiſtolary treatiſe, No, 
*® Þ© know his Merits 10 be out of the reach of 
\ hy © Detradtion., his Perſon beyond the venom of the moſt 
þ maligning Spleen ;, and his Letter to tranſcend all raii- 
onal Exception, My deſizn therefore is to ſtop the mouth 
'/ this unmanner d Coridon ; whoſe Draft is to build 
imſelf a Name in the Slander of Grandees, and tobe- 
come notorious by expoſing deſerts ts the malice and 
miſprizion of Bileffelhed Perſons. 
re are, I know, many inconveniences that might 
SES have ſcar'd me from the enterprize, I ame not unac- 
þ quainted with the Epidemical fate of thoſe who have 
ingag'd imo Controverſies, in that they common- 
ly encounter an unhappy Dilemma ; for npon any 
( though never ſo inconſiderable an) Anſwer, they 


| muſt ether gratifie thr Adverſary by a reſolved 
1 ry , w al 4% the pe1.Ys Cacoetbes 
7 of a frequent Reply, Beſides this ,, 10 affrighten me, 
BY there was 4 Bear in the for the Perſon ( 4- 
[ [4 gainſt whom 1 have ray the weapons ) hath in- 
curr'dan honourable Scandal in the months of ſame, 


who have reputed him a Make-bate Feſuite 5; But this 

difficulty I vanquiſhed in 4 ſhort and eaſie meditation, 

$ for (although ww he might eaſily be induc'd to make 
IF «s virulent « Diſcovery of his Malice, yet) I could ne- 
wer be tempted to believe that a Feſutte would ever 

| |; have befriended #« with ſach - ample diſcloſwre : 4 
is 


2 


hui ignorance, And indeed this was the ground on which 
1 overcame one of the forementioned Pramunire's of the 
Preſs, not dreadihg ever the quotidian iteration of his 
Reply ,whoſe indiſcretion ſufficiently ſatisfy'd me of my 
Security. So that the encouragement which animated 
me to the cloſure with B.E., (for that is all the ear-Wark 


we have of him) lies obwiow and viſible, But yet 


(Gentle Reader) the Suit that ſent me to thy Courteſic, 


remans ſtill undiſcovered, = 


Deſiring thee therefore to know, that 1 have dcalt 

more fairly with his, than he with his Loraſhips Let- 
ter, not ſnapping at a few glean'd Particulars y, but re- 
plying to the moſt enpurtgnl 5 thereof) I muſt fore- 
ſtall thy further view with a double Requeſſ, (1) That 
I may be excnſedin that T have rebandied language of 
his own Complexion npon him; finding ns unſuable- 
neſs in that advice, viz. Anſwer a fool according to 
his folly, &c. (2) That T may be diſpens'd within that 
I have not made it my buſineſs ſo much to entertain thee 
with demonſtrative Arguments ,in behalf of thoſe things 
which D.E. ſcruples ; as by fatisfaftory Anſwers to in- 
form thee of the invalidity of his exceptions, Since 1 
thought it the ſtrongeſt probation of thoſe aſſertions, at 
which he carps, to expoſe to thy view the vanity aud 
emptineſs thi Allegations againſt them, Moreover! 
ſhould probably have wragght him into ſome partial 
conceit of himſelf, bad 1 anſwer'd his Pamphlet witha 
Yolume, However , waive not the reading of theſe few 
leaves out of any deſpondency of ſatisfatton, nll thy 
peruſing eye ſhall acquaint thee with the Contents. 


Thine, &c. 
S, H, 


"AY 


ay 


« / 
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D. BE. 


DEFEATED: 


REPLY 


A Late Scurrilous Pamphlet 


Vented againlt the 
Lord Biſhopof WORCESTER, &c. 


[4m (ſaith D. E.) to thank you for the laſt piece of 
Divertiſement you gave me in ſending the Biſhop 
of Wotrcelier's Letrer. The Spleen of Demecri- 
tus Was nothing tothe humour of this fellow. 
His life (to whom ſuch ſolid matters were bur 

Divertiſements) was ſure very Jocular; and the merry 

remper of other Naturals, falls much beneath ir, Bar he 

proceeds : And 1 wiſh you Would have let me enjoy'd the 
ſatisfation I took in reading it without engaging me to give 
you my ſenſe upon it. Senſedid he call ic ? Tever thought 

Senſe to have been a little more of kin co Reaſon: But I at 

ready to gratihe him fo far, as to father the miſtake on the 


Printer, and to ſuppoſe it ſhould have been Nox-[en/e. But 
A 3 ſenſe 


D. E. Defeated ; or, 4 Reply 


ſenſe let ic be ; and let him give his Patron this his ſenſe ; 
I think he was ſo generous 1n giving it, that he-improyi- 
dently reſery'd none at all for himſelf, Bur he annexerh, 
For beſides my unWillingne/s 19 engage in 4 perſonal quarrel, 
T think it will not be very ſafe medling with [0 angry an ad- 
verſary. Never fear it Man! Never fear it ! Scarabaos 
contemnunt Aquile. Think nor that he will adopt to him- 
ſelf ſo much unquietnels as to deam of you, What though 
he be a Min of worth and eminence ? yet, his Gravity 
will not d ſpenſe with his entertaining fools in his 
thoughts, or encouraging a red Cap With notice and ob- 
ſervation, Next, D, E. reſolves to ſpeak nothing but truth 
in the Charatter he intends to give himy and it # briefly 
thisy That in fever leaves he never read mare Paſſion. 
Speltatum admifſi riſum teneats ? I thought his ſenſe would 
come to this anon. He precends to give us a Character 
of the Biſhop, and hertells us the Contents of his Book. 
His preceding words promiſe an appotite Deſcription of 
his Lofdſhips perſon 5-and his next ſyllables acquainc ns 
with nothing at all co the purpoſe, bur only, that in fewer 
leaves D. E. never read more paſſion. Well, for once then ler 
me preſent the Reader with a Character of the Biſhop ; and 
'©8 briefly this, That D.E. is an arrant Aﬀe, Both de- 
ſcriptions are alike to the purpoſe. Bur he rells us, rhe 
the Biſhops book 1s full of paſſion ; And is therenot n our 
Auchors Reply, a thouland cimes more of Mal and 
Rankour (I dare not ſay, Paſſion ; for that's ſoly inciEnt to 
rational creatures ) ? Butz the Biſhops paſſion 1s ſo Pitdomi- 
want, that bus diſorderly and abrupt ſtile doth altegerher par- 
take of its He accuſes a ltyle compos'd of Gravity, as 
blended with abruption and bitterneſs, whereas his par- 
rakes of either (the laſt eſpecially) in a far more intenſe 
degree, *Twas an Errata (ure in the Satyriſt, Dum vi- 
tant ffalrs 23tia, in contraria carrunt. For here's one ot'e 
head 4hd ears in Rayllery, while(t he not only pretends 
ro eſchew ir, but hath the face even ro declare againſi ir. 

Next we art informed, that che Biſhops beſt way will be ro 

get hu heat miſtakes for zeal ; for elſe it may juſtly be ac- 


counted 
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counted ſomewhat of a worſe name >and Which in the Dog-dayes 
will be very dangerous. Though D. E. belies the Lord 
Biſhop's Lerter as ſayouring of hear ; yer me ſure ris far 
from abuſe or ſcandal ; to pronounce the quintefſence of 
D. E. his Pamphler, vapour and ſmoak, But may we not 
juſtly admire how our Pamphleter came acquainted with 
the danger of the Dog-dayes, or the influence of a Star ? 
unleſs perhaps by barking again(t the Moon, to which 
cultom he hath not yer bid adieu. If I might be of his 
Counſel, I ſhould adviſe him) as his beſt courle, not to pre- 
rend to Altronomy, whom a Cxdgel doth better become 
than a 7aceb's ſtaff. 


Our Replicant makes no long abode on the contro- 
verted Queſtion, .either becauſe he did not well under. 
ftand the State, and was loath to diſplay his igno- 
rance: Or elſe, becauſe he could not nd a plauſible 
©ccafion to yent that Rancour , from the exuberant ſup- 
plies of which , he hath borrowed a Ninefold Excep- 
tion againſt ſome particular occurrences in the Lord 
Biſhop's Letter , where he ſuppos'd himſelf capable of 
faſtening. Indeed he would perſwade us, that 'twas his 
inclination to Favoxy the Biſhop, made him waive the 
main Diſpute. But thanks be ro his 7gnorance, trather 
than his Clemency. However, though I cannot believe him, 
yer I will not ſtand to queltion him, but wait upon him in 
his Exceptions, 


—— ee 


I EXCEPT. 


HE takes mnch in dudgeon that Aﬀeveration of the 
reciprocal alliance between Kings and Biſhops, in 
the Proverd, No BISHOP, w KING. Neither 
doth D. ZE, ſee any Dependence they have each on other, 
thioking Epiſcopacy to contribute little or nothing to the ſnb- 


fiſtence of the King*s Authority, But we muſt deſye him 
ro 


Fae | 
: we Þ = 


to be informed, that this Cohzrence doth ( althovgh 
ſomething, yer) not ſo much reſule from any poktiye 
reſpe&t in themſelves; as from that inconiiltency. which 
is between any other Eccleftatiical |-Government', and 
Kingſhip. For either we muit ſuppoſe 'an zquality af 
Degrees amonglt Eccleliaſtical Perſons ; or elſe the prz- 
eminence and ſuperiority of Lay- Elders, ( for I know no 
other Eccleſiattick fiare Wheieunto any have inclined ) 
now what a diametrical antipathy and oppohtion either 
of theſe two Conditions bear to a Regall Supremacy is 
eaſily demonſtrated, For, as to the firit, ſhould we ſup- 
poſe all Church-perſons, or Miniſters, empowr'd with 
equal authoricy , that indiſtinction would redound no 
lefle ro his Mjeity's diſadvantage In Spirituals, (every 
man being in a poſture to broach his own opinion, or 
promote another's faction) than che Confulion of a ſecu- 
lar power in Leveldom, would endammage the Kings 
Temporal Domination, Or , ſecondly, Were we under the 
py-ball'd diſpoſing of Laicks 3 how could they (according 
ro the exaCtion of their duty ) devote themle lves ro the 
Churches benefit? Since their double Interefts would 
oblige them to diſtrattion, and a damnable Neutrality 
that would juſtifie Erya/mus his Anomalous (tate of be- 
ing. Which, how far it would impair the Churches hap. 
pineſs , and conſequently plunder one ballance of the 
Kings Soveraignty - ( whoſe Eccleſialtical and Temporal 
State muſt counterpoiſe each other, that the Crown 
ſtand even ) I leaye to the judgement of any rational 
man. DIME? 

But to inquire into our Animadverter's Reaſons thar 
prompted him tothe diſavowing. .of any ſuch relz- 
tion. 

1. 'Saith he, "Kings flowriſbed in all parts of the World, 
before Biſhops Were ever heard of. And there can no reaſon be 
Givens Why What hath once been» may not With the ſame terms 
of Covenience be again,'' AS to the firſt allertion (viz. that 
the Antiquity of. Kipgs doth far ſurpaſſethar of Biſhops) 
I muſt needs acknowlgdge it the trugſt propoſition in 9 

the 
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the Pamphler, For none can be ignorant that Ninz the 
firlt Aſ[yrian Monarch flouriſh't withoue the lealt (ipport 
of a Biſhop. We know that Zoroaſtres Hagan firlt King of 
the Batrians, and the fult writer that Hiltory preſents unto 
ns, neicher had Biſhops in his Kingdom, nor yer ever men- 
tioned ſuch a Name in thoſe books he legacy'd ro polte- 
rity, Neither do we read that (reſis, Cyrms, Darins, Phi- 
lip of Macedon or his Son Alexander, made uſe of Biſhops, 
S0 that had D. E. left us nothing partaking more of fallity 
than this Poſition, I ſhould never have queltioned- him. 
Bur yet when all this 1s pro confeſſo, I wonder by what Infe- 
;ence and dedr&tion, he could cell us thar we may with the 
ſame terms of convenience admit the ſame poſture of Govern- 
ment again? For (1) What: though he ſhould cell us, that 
the Mogul, Preſter Juhny ot the Great Cham of Tartary; do 
to this day preſerve their Magnificence, without the leaſt 
concurrence of an Epiſcopal Juriſdiction ? Dorn 1t there- 
fore follow, that a Chriltian King may? They may allo 
ſubfift wichour a Church, yea and do; bur, is there the ſame 
Convenience for a King in Chriſtendom fo todo? Where 
there 15 no Eccleſiaſtick, State, Cahnor be expected Ecrlefr- 
aſtick, Government, But where a Kings Prerogarive hach 
a double aſpe& (towards Spirituals, and cowards Tempo+ 
rals) there is required ſome uri{diction in either ; to which, 
Srates of a contraty cenl(iitution can neither preſcribe 
Names nor Method. Their Regimen without Biſhops, doth 
not at all involve any poſhibility of the ſame among us. 
(2) What though D.E. could(alchough he never can) prove, 
that eyen Chriſtian Kings have flouriſhed wichour Bi- 
ſhops? Yet,dorh it follow that England (for the Proverb 
was ncither derived from, nor 1s extended toy exotick Na- 
tions ) .may with the ſame facilicy diſpence wich the pri- 
vation of them 2 Why ſhonld the Sequel be good ? Why 
ſhould other people become a neceſſary prelident ro us ? 
Or, why ſhouj}d our Capacities be meaſured by their Diſci- 
pline > Since our humours are of another countenance , 
and ( for the ſecurity of his Majeſty) may require a Go. ' 
yernment partaking ſomewhar of fingulariry in Church ; 
as 
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as well as dillin& from others in State, Or (3), Should we 
[uppole (for ,demoyſtrationu gratia, We May ſuppoſe 2/;1am 
and impollibles) even in England) a Power called King. 
>ip without Biſhops; yet the veracity of che Maxim 
( No Biſhop, no King ) would ſtand firm and unſhaken, For 
the Authority of a King, ( a8 a King) is unconfin'd and 
abſolute, without the leaſt Apocope, mutilation, orre. 
ltriction of Command, And a King is not arag;, or natu- 
rally call'd a Kivg , when his luſtre is eclips'd in the 
derogating from his Soveraignty. So that, I ſay, although 
we ſhould ſuppoſe a Monarchical Government, preren- 
Cing to the name of Kingſhip, to be delticute of Biſhops ; 
yet it would not follow, that it would ſhine in its due 
iplendour (and conſequently be KXi»g/hip propzrly ſo 
rermed) without them. For the other rwo Ecclefialtick 
States (which ſome have dream'd of) would (as I faid be- 
fore} if nor ruine; yet, diminiſh his Myelties Authority , 
znd make his King ſhip and Rege Power dwindle into 
{omething of a more inconſiderable name. So that, with- 
out his Biſhops, he would not be a King properly ſo cal- 
led. We have ſeen that grofle Nex-ſequitar Of D, E. viz, 
Kings beve flouriſhed Without Bsſbops ; Ergoy they may ſti/!. 
Bur this is only the firſt of his Reifons which made 
him Scruple the mutual Relation of Kings and Bi. 
ſnops, 

> Saich D. EF. Biſhops, as they are by law Eſtabliſhed in 
Exgland, are purely the Kings ſubordinate Miniſters, in the 
Management of Eccleſiaſtical affairry Which his Majeſty may 
confer upen what order of men he pleaſeth; though as much 
lay-perſons as you and I. Hence, he conclndes that there 
is no neceſlity of ſuch a. mutual reſpect between Kings 
and Biſhops. Whether our Pamphleter be a Laick or no ? 
I lift nothereto enquire, although his Ignorance beſpeaks 
himto be ſomewhat worſe. When he wrote this, he did 
it in ſogreat ſimplicity, that his left hand knew not what 
his right hand did. For the queſtion is not, Whether his 
Majeſty may invelt a Laick with Ecclefiaſtick dignities and 


promotions? but, Whether he may do is without detri- 
ment 


to alate Scurrilons Pamphlet, &c. 


ment to his Kingdom, and the unavoydable ruines of a 
Glotious Church, without which his Kingſhip would be 
atanebb? We do not ſo fart detract from his Majelty's 
Power, as to ayvow that he cannot ſubſtitute Mechanicks 
in Church-diſcipline ; But we ſay, that 1f He ſhould do ity 
ic would not 2 little rend to the ditadvantage , prejudice, 
yea, {ubverhon of his Kingly Power. And whence then 
doth "D. E. conclude the nullity of that coherence be- 
tween Kings and Biſhops ? There is a difterence berween 
the Kings doing a thing, and his doing it with ſafery, The 
King may infringe the Connexion berwixt him and Bi- 
ſhops, by his diſcarding them ; Bur he cannot maintain 
his Regal Authority in ſuch a diſ-union. Hence then, *cis 
abſolutely falſe, and nothing deductive from his premiſles, 
which D. E. infers, viz. That 'tis very injurious to the 
King's authority to averr, that he could not otherwiſe uphold 
himſelf » than by preſerving the undue, and (as ſome think ) 
Antichriſtian prelationof his inferiour officers. Speak out 
man ! Some think quotha? The Man is loath to accuſe 
himſelf, but preſents it to us under the frantick conceirt of 
his Brethren, Aztichriſftsan ? Methinks, his own thovghts 
mighr have convinc'd him of the fallity of that paſſion ; 
and he might haye concluded a Biſhop to haye been no 
kin to Axtichrit > lince then, A Prelate and D, E, would 
have been berrer friends. 

3. He will have us believe that Biſhops are ſo little mſc- 
ful to ſupport the Regal dignity» that none have been greater 
enemies to the Kings undeybted Soveraignty than ſome Bi- 
ſvops. Where we may obſerve the weaknets ot his Reaſon. 
Some Biſhops have.abuſed the Kings truſt ; therefore there 
15no reaſon why Epjſcopacy ſhould be entail'd ro King- 
ſip. The ſame ,reaſon may be alleadged againſt No- 
bility, fince ſome Nobles have employ'd their honours 
and capacities to the diftriftion of the Kingdom and the 
endammagement of his ,MajeRy ; hence might we con- 
clude{did the method of 'D. Z. hold good), that the King 
may ſnbfſt withour his Nogbles. Or, what if we ſhould 
recriminate , on thoſe Precbyterians Who haye ſurmis'd 
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as well 2s diſtin& from others in State, Or (3), Should we 
ſuppoſe (for demonſtrations gratia, WE May ſuppoſe &2gypam 
and impoſlibles) even in England) a Power called King- 
zip without Biſhops; yet the yeracity of che Maxim 
( Ne Biſhop, no King ) would ſtand firm and unſhaken, For 
the Authority of a King, ( as a King) 1s unconfin'd and 
abſolute, without the leaſt Apocope, mutilation, or re. 
triction of Command, And a King is not 4xnags, or naru- 
rally call'd a Kivg, when his luſtre is eclips'd in the 
derogating from his Soveraignty. So that, I ſay, although 
we ſhould ſuppoſe a Monarchical Government, preren- 
ding to the name of King(hip) to be delticute of Biſhops ; 
yet it would not follow, that it would ſhine in its due 
ſplendour (and conſequently be Ki»g/hip properly ſo 
rermed) without them. For the other ewo Ecclefialtick 
States (which ſome have dream'd of) would (as I faid be- 
fore} if nor ruine, yer, diminiſh his Myeſties Authority , 
and make his King ſhip and Reg Power dwindle into 
ſomething of a more inconfiderable name. So that, with- 
out his Biſhops, he would not be a King properly ſo cal- 
led. We have ſeen that grofle Nex-[equitar of D. E. viz, 
Kings bave flouriſhed Without Bsſbops ; ErgOy they may ſtill, 
Bur this is only the firſt of his Reiſons which made 
him Scruple the mutual Relation of Kings and Bi-. 
ſhops, 

P Saith D. EF, Biſhops, 4s they are by law Eſtabliſhed in 
Exglands are purely the Kings ſubordinate Miniſters, in the 
Management of Eccleſiaſtical affairry Which his Majeſty may 
confer upon what order of men he pleaſeth; though as much 
lay-perſons as you and 1. Hence) he conclndes that there 
is no neceſlity of ſuch a. mutual reſpe& between Kings 
and Biſhops. Whether our Pamphleter be a Laick or no ? 
I lift nothereto enquire, although his Ignorance beſpeaks 
himto be ſomewhat worſe. When he wrote this, he did 
it in ſogreat fimpliciry, that his left hand knew not what 
his right hand did. For the queſtion 1s not, Whether his 
Majeſty may inveſt a Laick with Ecclefiaſtick dignities and 


promotions? bur, Whether he may do it without derri- 
ment 
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ment to his Kingdom, and the unavoydable ruines of a 
Glotious Church, without which his Kingſhip would be 
atanebb? We do not ſo fart detrat from -his Majelty's 
Power, as to avow that he cannot ſubſtitute Mechanicks 
in Church-diſcipline ; But we ſay, that if He ſhould do it, 
it would not 2 little rend to the diladvantage , prejudice, 
yea, {ubverſion of his Kingly Power. And whence then 
doth "D. E. conclude the nullity of that coherence be- 
tween Kings and Biſhops ? There is a difterence berween 
the Kings doing a thing, and his doing it with ſafery, The 
King nay infringe the connexion berwixt him and Bt- 
ſhops, by his diſcarding them ; Bur he cannot maintain 
his Regal Authority in ſuch a diſ-union, Hence then, 'cis 
abſolutely falſe; and nothing deduCtive from his premiſles, 
which D. E. infers, viz. That 'tis wery injurious to the 
King's authority to averr, that he could not otherwiſe uphold 
himſelf > than by preſerving the undue, and (as ſome think ) 
Antichriſtian prelationwf his inferiour officers. Speak out 
man ! Some think quorha? The Man is loath to accuſe 
himſelf, but preſents it co vs under the frantick conceirt of 
his Brethren, Aztichriſtian ? Merhinks his own thoughts 
might have convinc'd him of the fallity of thar paſſion; 
and he might have concluded a Biſhop to haye been no 
kin to Antichriſt» lince then, A Prelate and D, E, would 
have been berter friends. 

3. He will have us believe that Biſhops ov little mſe- 
ful to ſupport the Regal dignity, that none have been greater 
enemies to the Kings undeybted Soveraignty than ſome Bi- 
ſvops. Where we may obſerve the weakneſs ot his Reaſon. 
Some Eiſbops have-abuſed.the Kings truſt; therefore there 
1sno reaſon why Epiſcepacy ſhould be entail'd to King- 
ſip. The ſame ,reaſon,may be alleadged againſt No- 
bility, fince ſome Nobles have employ'd their honours 
and capacities to the diſtrittion of the Kingdom and the 
endammagement of his \MajeRy ; hence might we can- 
clude{did the miethod of D: Z.hold good), that the King 
may ſnbfift without his /Nables, Or, what if we ſhould 
recriminate, on thoſe Precbyterians Who haye ſurmis'd 
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a Parliament eflential ro the Kingly Government, and 
cell them chat ſome. of the Parliament have made Trea- 
fon the deſign of many conſultacions, therefore the 
King might and ought to, ſublift without any ſuch But+« 
cerefſes and Appzndixes of Domination? Sure, they would 
much grumble at ſuch an Argument, And D, EZ. would 
chink little reaſon in ir. But ler us (ee, what ground he had 
to blemiſh any of the Biſhops, with (tyling them Enemies 
to the Kings undoubted Soveraignty. They are ſo, faith he, 
either by their ſcarce warrantable intermeadling in (iid af- 
fairs. Had he bur inſtanced in ſome of thoſe aftairs ( as 
his malice would eaſily have done, had not his ignorance 
countermanded it), Iihould have known bercer how to 
Reply. For I know no Secular buſineſs wherein any of 
them haye, or do Authoritatively concern themſelves, or 
wherewith they do intermingle; unleſs the things be 
ſuch, as, carrying a double nature, have a greater all yance 
with Ecclehaſtical, than Temporal Conſiderations ; their 
by as direing towards. the. Church-interelt, And as for 
their medling with ſuch matters, I ſee not how D. E. 
could term them Unwarrantable, or Prejudicial to the 
Kings undoubted Soveraignty, But this 1s not all che 
reaſon of his abuling Biſhops, but the ſecond way whereby 
he deems them the Kings Enemies; Is, By thesr abſurd and 
inſignificant diſtinguiſhing between Civil and Ecclefraſtical 
Cauſes » whereby they mangle the Kings Authority, leaving 
him no Supremacy » as to ((hurch-matters, but the Name, 
Whether our Author be a tirdiſcerner of inſignificant di- 
tindtions, let any judge. Why ſhould the differencing and 
diſcriminating of Cauſes, into Civil and Eccleflaſtick, be 
mere abſurd than the drftinguiſhing of perſons into ſuch ? 
Beſides, who ſees not what a Scandalous lie he hath here 
vented? Whith what face could he ſay that the King is al- 
lowed no Soveraignty iv Church-affairs, bur only nomi- 
nal, when his Majeity may and doth like, diſapprove, re- 
palace, determine, ard diſpoſe of them, how and when he 

imſelf pleaferh:? So that (although D, F. would falſely 


perſwade us the contrary ) the Popes pretenſions are of a 
nature 
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nature Contradiſtinct to thoſe of our Biſhops; fince his 
Supremacy admits of no acknowledgment of ſubordina- 
tion. So that, the Pope is no more of kin to our Bi- 
ſhops, than D. EE. to Truth and Honeſty, If our Pam. 
phleter be ſo good ar lying, I ſhould ſcarce trult him this 
dear year, le(t he ſhould exerciſe his skill 1n another fa- 
culry. Burt he proceeds: /f the Bihopof Worceſter's Rale 
hold goods Crimine ab uno, Diſce omnes, — 1. e. 
that all men of a party may be juaged by the miſcarriage of 
one» then you may juage by the Biſhop of Worceſter, what 
the reſt drive at. What pins doth D. E, take in an expo- 
tition? He would fain perſwade us that he underſtands 
Latin; when, it may be, he was obliged to the Civility 
of a Rider's Dictionary, As for his retorting that ſen- 
tence Crimine ab un? Diſce omnes (urg'd by my 
Lord of Werceſter upon The Presbyterians ) let me tell 
him, *rwas done withour the lealt dram of underſtanding, 
For, although we ſhould grant to D. E. that this one Bi- 
ſhop (though it can never be proved ) is guilty of Uſur- 
pation » yet the Phraſe cannot with the ſame reaſon be 
rebandied on Epilcopacy through his default, who is 
farre from engroſling the name of Pyelacy; as it was 
objected firlt againit rhe Presbyterians becaule of the miſl- 
demeanour of Mr. Baxter » who pretends to the Monopol y 
of Presbytery, arrogating to himſelf che anteſignation and 
repreſentment of all the :eit, 


' The Vanity of D. E. his firſt exception is ſufficiently 
—_— I ſhall alſo make bare the inſufficiency of 
the reſt, 
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IL ExCEPr. 


UR Pamphleter takes ir very ill that the Biſhop 
() Worceſter ſhould call himſelfs the ſole Paſtor of all the 
Congregations 4n his Dioceſe, Deeming that ſuch a polition 
mult needs be defended by the Arguments produced in 
behalte of the Pope's Suprenizcy. I wonder, what could 
introduce into his thoughts ſuch a concluton?or what could 
ſuggelt that the ſame muſt be the Reaſon for a Biſhops 
ſuperintendency over one patticular Dioceſe, and in ſub- 
ordination to his Majeſty's command ; and for the Pope 
to aſlume the univerſall command of all churches, withour 
the acknowledgement of any higher Power to which he 
ſhould ſubmirct? I wonder whence D. ZE, derives ſuch 
dreams , as that there ſhould be a patity of reaſon and 
Conyenience , for his Helyneſſe's governing the 'Church 
by ſuch a populous plurality of Subkicures, as-thar ir is 
utterly impoſlible for him to make particular inquiction 
into the execution of their functions ; And for A Bi/hep's 
adopting to himſelfe a limiced number of deputies, whoſe 
more-neighbouring deportments he may with-muchfaciliry 
ſurvay and derermine of them according to their known 
actions ? What will any man judge but that D. E. his 
witts were at Rome all this while ? Bur he informes us 
That he ferbears to urge how contrary this Prattice ts to the 
Dottrine of the eApoſtles Paul, and Peter (hoping the Biſhop 
will not take it angrily, that he did not callibem Saints, Sixce 
that theſe holy men did not need any ſtyle of honour out of the 
the Pope's Kalender The Saints are very little oblig'd to 
the Charity of this irreverent fellow, who will_nar give 
them whart they deſerve, bur what they need; And their 
Neceſsities, not their Merits, muſt preſcribe a proporti- 
onto their titles. But why do not Biſhops follow the 
DoQtrine of theſe Apoſtles ? Paul, ſaith he, had ſent for the 
Elders of the Church of Epheſus bidding them feed the Church 
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of God ever which (not he himſelfe by bis ſole authority az 
Biſncp of the Dioceſe but) the Spirit had made them i moxirs 5 
i.e, Overſeers. And did the Spirit (I wonder) immediately 
without any inſtrumentall Cooperation of St. Paul, make 
them ovyerſeers ? Or doth the Biſhop now pretend to make 
Men overſeers withour any reſpe& had to the Influence of 
the Spirie?Wherein then lies the difference between the Bi- 
ſhop's praftiſe and the Apoſtles Doctrine ?O,but ay:o//reg@- 
and &fowa@ With them ſignifie the ſame. Tis true, ſome- 
times they did fignitie the ſame, yet they were no: all- 
wayes of the Same Extent, Every one that was eyes f/nreG- 
and no more, might in ſome ſenſe be calld &r{zzoz@- bur 
not & converſe, Every Biſhop or overſeer could nor be calld 
a Precbyter, and no more, For my part I will not envy the 
rerm nord to the moſt undeſerving pneſt, in 
it's genuine fignification, Bur withall, 1 would have D. FE. 
know, that a Community of n1me doth not alwayes in- 
volve an indiltintion of dignity, or a parity of degree ; 
Elſe would I enquire, why St. Pan/)who was alſo &nimaT) 
did ſo imperioutly ſummon the reſt ? Or what plea St. Peter 
could produce for his Commanding the minilters to feed 
the Flock (as D. E. himſelfe tells us): Which wo 
occurrences are ſo far from patronizing our Repljcant's 
Aſseverations, that they ntterly defeat chem ; Manifeltly 
holding forth a diſparity of eminence anq4 command. I 
would defire him therefore to be inform'd, that Cuſtom 
1s guilty neither of Blaſphemy nor hereſy (the Degrees 
being (111 che ſame with thoſe of the Apoliles) 1n the re- 
ſtritton of rhe title, A Scholar (I will nor fay D.E. ) 
knowes that ayſzaG- formerly was a word equally appro- 
priated ro men and Spirits, employ'd 1n embaſsies ; bur 
now the eminence of the latter hath engroſl'd rhe Name, 
eſpecially in it's tranſlations ; as likewiſe the ag7* fouls - 
neſs of the Biſhops office hath arcraced the uſe of che 
title emoxowOr 

In the next place, we are told (ro detract from the Epiſ- 
Eopal power) that py/hoever feed the flack are under Chriſt 
(Whem the eApeſtle terms the Chief-Shepheard) the next and 


immediate 
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immediate paſtonrs of the flack, though his wits were gone a 
wool-gathering, and now 1 haye tound them among the. 
flock. In the firlt of his Excepeions he is Rrongly- provok'd 
az2inlt Biſhops; as derracting trom his Majeſty's Eccleſi- 
aſtick prerogative: And yet hece, he thinks uno impeach- 
ment to the Kings ſupremacy,to give the molt 1ncon.ider- 
able prie(t the npper hand ot him in{piricualls, Twas well 
he dilcoyvered no more of his name than D, E.-e le this 
ſentence might chance to have made his neck crack, iince 
it ſayours litt]e better than reaion For I would willingly 
know of him, whether the Patiour of the Flock be not the 
Governour ot the flock? If thar he be (as he cannot de- 
ny it), then, wholcever feeds that flock is next and im- 
meclately under Chriit ſupream governour in Eccleliatii- 
cals, and the immediate head of the Chw'ch next co God ; 
for D. E. tells us that he is che immediate, and, conſe. 
quently, next to God, the ſuprea'n Paltour, So farewell 
to one of his Majelty's ticles, Is not this ro be a moſt 
aftetionare lover of the Kings perſon and Government, 
as he elſewhere pretended ? Bur he tells us' moreover;thac, 
To extend the po\ver beyond the actual care of feeding, ts a 
Nuttin altogether unſcripturall. Unleſs I am as farre our 
ot the way as our Authour and Animadveitour 1s out of 
his wits, here 1s a falſe 73225; wherein he takes it for 
granted that a Biſhops cate is not actuall, How unwarily 
doth he confound thoſe two termes atrall and Immediate 
(which laſt he would have ſaid, and lo have excluded the 
Kings power from molt parochiall congregations in Eng- 
land) thinkingj them of the {me import and fignthca- 
tion, If D. E, did underſtand what, atzal, meant, he 
would know that a mediate care ( ſuch as Epiſcopaly is 
likewiſe actual. The word ſignifying nothing elie than, 
exiſtent and in Act. Leer us a little (for illnſtration) ſuppoſe 
an owner of a greatflock dividing chem into ſeverall parts, 
giving them to the tuition of one Paſtor ; he diſtributing 
them to the Care of others, whoſe executing of their office 
he ſupreviſeth - Will D, E. ſay that this Supraviſour doth 
not take an actuall care ofthe ock? or that he is not the 


ſhepheard 
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ſhepheard more immediate to the Owner ? Or that he 


may not diſpoſe of the more inferiour paſtours pro arbitrioy 
alwayes teſpeCting their ations and his Maſter's permiſ=- 
lion ; Or that there 1s the ſame rezſon for ones feeding 
by vicegerents, whom by reaſon of their multicnde and 
remotion he cannot overſee; and for another's depu- 
ration of feeders, whom by reaſon of their paucity and 
vicinity he may eafily ſurvey ? I think he will nor, al- 
though his indiicretion and maleyolence might counſel! 
him to the aſsertion, 


III ExcegPr. 


H E callsit A /ight and unſeemly trifling with ſacred 
Writ to underſtand the words ſpoken concerning thoſe that 
go net inby the door (and are therefore theeves and Robbers) of 
ſuch Miniſters as preach to (ongregations Without the Bi- 
ſhop's licenſe. Little dreams he) that they are called theeves 
and (Robbers not as preaching only to Congregations, for 
ſo they do but come in the wrong way, but) asthey preach 
out ot a Celigne to prejudice and plunder the true Shep- 
heard. And indeed ſuch poſtick irruptions imply ſome- 
thing of a malevolent Complexion ; and the enſuing 
practues of ſuch intruders haye bin an ample Comment on 
choſe preceding delignes that encourag'd them to the At- 
rempr. Bur he tels us that, If beſides ordination there muſt 
be a Licenſe, then (1) He knoWs not what Ordination mean's. 
Indeed I am eaſily induc'd to believe this latter Clauſe, 
He doth not know, that ther's a difterence berween the 
power and the place of Miniltration , the Capacity and 
the place wherein to execute the Capacity. The 
Dignity and office of feeding is conferred at Ordination, 
but not the power to feed where he liſt, but where he 
ſhould have leaye; left he ſhould rreſpaſie upon other 
mens incloſures, and undermine and ſupplant other pa- 
ftours> ( 2 ) Saith he, For one Miniſter of the Goſpell (for 
Certainly a Biſhop is no more ). No certainly, he 1s no more 


then one; upleſs he had the Presbyterian faculty of a double 
C heart 
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heart anda double tongue : Burt yet this one is of a more 
dilated power and pre-eminence; bur what of him ? Fox 
him to ſilence kis Fellow- Miniſter (Burt fellow-minifter is 
not hayl fellow well met ; they are fellows in the ſame 
funRtion, bur not in the ſame degrees of Dignity in thac 
funtion ), for no other reaſon but for preaching Without a 
ew licenſe (A new licenſe ? pray firſt ler them have an old 
one) thu is an abuſe of drminion and contrary to the firſt ages 
of the Church. This we mult take gratzs> D. E. being as 
farre unacquainted with primitive tranſitions, as he 
is at defiance to ſound Reaton. What 1f D E. never read 
of ſuch a practiſe in the Church, doth it therefore neceſla- 
rily follow, that there was no ſuch practiſe ? Or, what 
if thre was no ſuch Cullome? Are there no cuttomes 
laudable, but adequately thoſe which decayed Antiquity 
hath bequeathed vs? Probably, the tender and Infant- 
Church could not away with a diſcipline ſo accurate, as 
that which it's more Viile-conllitution doth exaR. The 
oninquiftive humours of men 1n thoſe dayes, contented 
themielves in the fruition of the Goſpel, without any pro- 
nity to Schiſm. Men being more ſedulous in perſwading 
to a down-right faith, did not then require ſuch Cantions 
rowards their preaching, as the now adays unſatisfy'd Cuy- 
riofries, which byaſs'd-men towards dutiraction, ſeen to 
call for, 

Our Savienr (ſaith our Animadrverter) flenc'd the Pha- 
111es by (irength of Arguments, Which the Biſh p of Wor- 
ceſter may dvy when be 15 able, 1 confeſle, he would have a 
difficult tas, and D. E. may defye all Chriftendome upon 
the Same account. For the belt hopes in ſuch an enterpriſe 
would find unhappy frultration, For they may as well pre- 
ſume to hlence Thunder, as by rationall perſwafions to 
ſtop the mouths of thoſe clamorous Presbyterians ; who 
before they will,by a reaſonable Silence, ſeem to relinquiſh 
their long-fince defeated Cauſe, will not iick to crond 
whole Volumes. with abſurdities ; And rather then they'1 
appeare deſticure of a Reply, their Advyerſary ſhall hear 
of them in D.E, his railing DialeR; and in Hack/er; RING 

rick, 
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rick. The only way then, of filencing ſuch, muſt be by | 


conltraint. O but, Our Savior was ſofarr ſow Silencing 
the Phariſees from preaching) that LC 6601/7 'ands his atſc: 'ples 
b:th to hear and obey thetr DifRrine, Batu Was to obey their 
Dot Ine as (1) theyp.eached the Liw, not as they 
vented Schiſm and declared F-ction, (2) T was compara- 
tively,rather co ſquare their lives by the Phatitees doctrine 
nan by their practice that Chrilt enjoyned his diſciples: 
(3) '[wasto vouchlaie the Phariſces audience, as they 
were legally autho:1zed, and becavie tiicy fate 1n Moles 
chaice : 1o that the Reaſon is of atarre ditterent aſpect for 
the not forbidding of the Phariſees, and che roleratian of 
Mr Baxtcy. Moreover ( 4) the Phariſees preach'd the 
Prop! ets, Winch Prophets diicovered the CMefſiah; and io 
their preaching might advance Chriſt's Kingdoime: whereas 
the preaching of Noncont >rinilts and ſach Iike, would be 
ſo farr from p:omotiny, that it would bury Chriſt's King- 
dome in the ruines ot a difracted Church and a divided 
Realm, ' Bur b:1.fly, ſince the ends of our Saviour's tole- 
rating the Phariſees are not fully known , Conveniency 
ought ſomewhat more to be reſpected , than imitation 
in this matter, For, ſhould there be a ſufferance of preach. 
ers, though (with che Phariſees) bl>ſpheming ; why might 
not there be an indulging forbearance allowable to per ſons 
0: miniſt-rs, thovgh morally and notoriouſly offending ? 
Which ching D E. himſelt (pag, 5. lin. 2.) acknow- 
ledgeth, as 1uffi-ient eround of Silencing and eje&tion, 

I wiſh therefore that D. E. and the teft of his tribs (if 
any be ſo imple and inconſiderate to be of his Society) 
wouid remember, that as, they ſpeake evill of Digniies, 
2ndrefilt the Power which God kath ordained: 10) they 
ſhall receive their due reward ( though no ſatisfaction ) 
forir? As likewiſe for all ſuch Pamphlets publiſh'd by 
them for the propagation of Sedition. 


C2 IV, EXCPT, 


15 


16 


D. B. Defeated ; or, A Reply 


IV. EXCEPT. 


OW conſiſtent With the Civill Peace (for as to (Chriſtian 
Charity be thinks the whole thing but a letter of defiance 
againſt it) the Biſhops diftinftion i about the Aft of Indem- 
ity, He Hopes his CMajeſty will in due time conſider, Foy 
the Biſhop, (aith he, u ſo hardy as to tell us, that thrugh 
the King had pardoned the Corpurall puniſhment; yet the Chareh 
ought net to remit the Scandall till amends Were made by Con- 
feſſion, *Tis pitty but D, E were of his Majelty's privy 
Councell, that he might p:ove his remembrancer, Bur I 
pray, what Reaſon is there, why he who hath bin prejudi- 
Ciall ro the Church ſhould not make a due acknowledp. 
ment of his delinquency, before his re-admiſlion to his for- 
mer priviledges? Is there not a grand diſcrimination 
between the remiſſion of a man's puniſhment, and the 
re-admiſſion into preferment? We ought to do good to 
our enemies in forgiving private injuries, but not in pro- 
moting, them ſo long as by their non-recantation they 
ſeem to ayow their former fat, and to maintain a poſture 
contradi&ory to the Churche's welfare, And how is this 
Diſtintion repugnant to the Civill Peace ? Or rather, Is ic 
not more adverſant thereuntozto preferre the men or forge 
the injury, when they not confeſling do adhereto their for- 
mer principles? This were for the Churchzonly to take care 
that thoſe (who are ina ſtrong probability of doing her 
an injury) ſhould be pur in a Capacity to effet any of 
their defignes; or ar leaſt ro contribure to their ſecuticy 
by taking no notice of them, The Church exacting a 
Recancation reſpects not ſo muchtheir paſt faults as their 
preſent polture of Hoſtility, But Alas ! what doth this 
word, Church, meane? Here D. E. could have wifbed thas 
the Biſhop Would have ſpoken out of the Clouds, and plainly 
told whether By the Church, be meant a Congregation of the 
faithfull ; or Archbiſhops, Biſhops &Cc. 1 ſee T am miſtaken, 
forT thought that D., E, his.foggy braine could haye ap- 
prehended 
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prehended things ſpoken in a Cloud, better than thoſe 
deliver'd in the cleer Sunſhine. Well : If Lmighe preſume 
to gueſse at the Reverend Father's meaning, 1 would tell 
D. E. that by the word, Church, he underitands neither rhe 
Congregation, excluding Archbiſhops, Biſhops &c. nor 
yet theſe, abſtracted from the Congregation, but both to- 
oether, So that D. E, (though 1gnorantly) play's the 
Sophitſter, arguing 4 bene conjuniti ad male diviſa. Hence 
*tis that he labours with a falſe Suppolition, That Arch- 
biſhops; Biſhops &C, did exaCt a recantation , as perſons 
diltinct from the Congregation ; whereas they only a& 
as Chiefs, Governours, and Repreſentatives of the refidue 
of the Church or Congregation, Now if D. E. will 
ſay that the Congregation hath no Coercive power at all 
(as he doth aſſert),then would Ifain know, By what power 
the. antient Church excommunicated ; whether it were 
not by conſtraint and force ? which (if, D, E, underiiands 
the word) is all one with Coetcive, Yea bur, 
why ſhould the Church force a Recantation for ſuch things 
a4 the King and Parliament commanded never more tobe ve- 
membred? Alas man, we look not ſo much on the As of 
holilicy already preterlapſed and forgiven; as on thoſe 
whereunto they ſtand in a readineſle, ſo long as they 
declare themſelves, unconvinc'd of their Crimes; I know 
that the non-conformiſis or others (who haye manifeſted 
their ativity inthe late commotions) haye their aCtions 
forgiven them. but the remiſſion of palt fats, doth 
not ſecure the Church for fucurity, ſo long as their non- 
recanting ſeem's to approve their precedent aCtings, and 
ro warrant any other proceedings to come, ofthe ſame na- 
ture, The Church may and doth forgiye offences paſt, bur 
1s not bound to diſpenſe with thoſe preſent poſtures, thar 
ſeem to allow the late extravagancies, and to maintain 
the Scandall, Bur we are ask'd, What can more enrage wen 
to take Wild and forbidden Conrſer than to ſee preachers ſtrive 
rs widen their wonndry and contrary to their former profeſſions 
pull off the plaiſters, which the State-Phyſicians bad provided 
for our diſtempers ? Had our Pamphleter meant this of the 
3 Pre:byterian 
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Presbyterian faction, the expreflions had been appoſre, 
and well apply2d co their Natures, But fince his owne 
con(tiuttion , will ſcarce authorize or aflenc to {o much 
crach, We ſkill anſwer his Query with anocher Interioga- 
cory. What then can more jorce a Contiraint than to iee 
ſuch preaches as Mr. Baxter, (contrary to thelr 1tecated 
declarations) vent (edition, and not only widen the wounds 
of the Church, tur even make them (ttnk ? Pine ſure, 
ſuch Empuicks as theſe, deſerve a purgation, As for D. E. 
I think him to be dangerouſly troubled with black Choler, 
forthe remedy whereof he hath yomited prety largely 
avainlt the Fathers of the Church; And as ſoon as the 
humour ſhall increaſe to the redintegration of his cilterg- 

2r, we mult expect ſuch another Evacuation. 


—  — 


V. EXCEPT. 


Ith whatirreverence doth D.E. gtumble, and call 

it bold and impious, to aflert, That if to command 
an aft, Which by accident may prove the occaſicn of fin, be (in- 
fall, then God himſclſe can command nothing ? Since, ſaith 
he, eA thing which by accident may be ſinfull» may be unlaw- 
full tn another to commana for want of ſuffici.ut eAuthority. 
And ſo is every thing elſe ; Though we ſhould ſuppoſe an 
Injunction utterly devoyd of Sin, either in it ſelfe or in it's 
conſequences ; yet would be unlawfull, if proceeding from 
an unlawfull Authority, So that we ſee that D. E. never 
ſpeaks bur when his Mouth's open, He gives us a yery good 
reaſon, why a thing may be unlawfull, viz, becauſe 1 may 
be unlawfull. The Queſtion 1s, Whether a thing may be 
unlawfully as it may ocaſion ſin? D. E, anſwers, that ir 
maybe unlawfull as 1t proceeds from an unlawfull power, 
The Quzre is, Whether a thing that is ſinfull per accidens, 
under that formality and e> guod finfull per accidens , 
be *lawfull to be commanded ? And herells us, *Tis vn- 
lawfull, © qx2d the Authority is unlawfull, We enquire, 
wiether a command be illegitimate, becauſe the thing com- 


manded 


RS 
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manded is ſinful accidentally and by coniequence ? And he 
replies, that the command 1s illegitimate, becauſe the An- 
chority commanding is [o, Which how much it is a4 Khoam- 
bum) let any rational man conſider, And how little ic 
impeaches the Lord Biſheps conſequencezthe weakelt capa- 
city may ſee, Still then it remains unſhaken, that if athing 
beivg linful by conſequence be ground ſufficient ro render 
a thing unlawfull ; God himſelf can command nothing , 
ſince he cannot command any thing but what may by con- 
ſequence be made fin, 

Beſides, D. E. goes againſt all rules of diſpute fa{ling 
upon the hypotheſis of the Qneſtion, for (the diſpute being 
concerning his Majeſty)they ſuppoſed the power comman- 
ding to be lawfull and beyond exception, Only,our Pam- 
phleter hada mind racitly to hint out treaſon to us , and 
to whiſper an illegitimacy entaild on the Kings Authority, 
and conſequently on all his edicts and MMandawmas's 


Al_— 


VI. EXCEPT. 


Cannot but thinkit a reaſonable and very ſolid Pofiti- 
I; of the Lord Biſhop, That an offence to which a diſ* 
propertionable penalty is annexed, 1s not to be meaſurca by the 
abſtrafied Quality of the Att, but by the miſchievous Conſer 
quences it may produce. Since the forfeiture ought alwaies 
co bear proportion to the danger, anda greater penalty 
ſhould be proclaimed to ſcare men from ſuch actions , 
which (though puty and contemptible in themſelves) are 


attended with populous and peſtilent inconvyeniencies.. 


Burt our Wiſe Pamphleter is Turezcthat in Divinity nothing ts 
wore falſe and daygeroms. Hey, pasy preſts ! Here ye ſhall have 
me; and'there ye ſhall hayeme, 1n the firlt EZ xceprions 
D. E. preſents himſelf in a gtey coar , andrhe falſe beard 
of a Laick, Bithere he perſonares another man) and pre- 
tends to Divinity. How doth he make himſelf av Ambo- 
dexter, an Hermaphrodire of Religion: A two fac'd 


pump 
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pump, hinc Augelum ferens:sllinc C acodemonem ? He would 
ſerye fora good polt in crofle-waies, directing to ſeyerall 
roads at once, Inever took him for any other thana Fool 
in a Play y and he to juſtihe my conjecture hath here pro- 
duced his Coat of ſeveral colours ; 1will not ſay, it ſhews 
like Kiderminſter ſtuffe. But this 1 am ſure, D. E. is a 
Linſey-Woslſey Pamphleter, Bur pray let's hear the reaſon 
why his Loraſ9ip's aſſeveration is falſe 11 Divioicy ? 442. 
Becauſe to impoſe in the Worſhip of God, as neceſſary circam- 
ſtances of it » things confeſſedly trivial and needleſſe is not ju- 
ftifiable. (1). Iwonder to what old woman D, E. was 
lacely Confeflour ? for I think none elſe would ever have 
made an acknowledgment that the things were trivial and 
needleſs , which ſhould be, or are, impoſed, Becauſe chac 
we aſlert that things, though of ſmall moment in them. 
ſelves » may have annexed to them dangerous conſequen- 
ces, theretore D. E. colleQs that we confeſſe them tri- 
viall or needlefle. But (2). Dothnot our Author admira- 
bly prove che falfity ofthe Lord Biſhop's poſition ? Is not 
his conſequence ſtrong ? To impoſe things trivial and need- 
lefle is nor juſtifiable ; Ergo an offence ro which a diſpro- 
portionable penalty is annexed ; mult not be judged of by 
it's dangerous conſequences. D. EF, ſpeaks nothing to the 
purpoſe, Ergo, His Lordſhips propoſition is falſe in 
Divinity , And aRions ſhould not be judged of by their 
danger, Yea bur 

The Church and it's peace» ts much more endangered by the 
preſſing of ſuch things doubtfull, 1 wonder who told D. EF. 
That rhe indifference of any of theſe things ( v4z. 1mpo- 
ſed Circumſtances) were queſtionable or doubtful? or it 
they were doubrful , who rold him that it was not in the 
Churches power, or that it was nor her duty to determine 
of them? Or that it would incurre periil by impoſing them? 
I ſhould rather ſuppoſe , that the nor giving men -leave to 
diſſent in ſmall matters, would keep them from taking oc- 
Cafion to cauſe a diviſion in-things of greater importance. 
Whereas the gratifying ſome with a little toleration hath) 
and would again, animate either them or others to — 
| Schiſms 
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Schiſms of greater bulke and {proportion, The allowance 
of an inch makes many preſume on an ell. Buc I pray thee 
(candid Reader)lend me alittle of thy ſpleen co laugh at 
a pretty exprefſion of our Pamphleter, From ſuch impoſiti- 
ons) laith hey is follows » that (though We ought net ) yet we 
lawfully may refuſe to ſubmit unto them. A man, it leems, 
ought not to rebell, but yer he lawfully may rebell. D, 
£. ought not to lhew his back to the drumme head , -and 
undergoe the Laſh, but yet D. E. lawfully may do it, But 
why may we lawfully refuſe to ſubmic ro 1mpoſitiens of 
this nature, viz. Becanſe our Saviour did ſoy in not waſhing 
his hands before meat ; And the Apoſtle (1 think he means Sr. 
Paul) inthe caſe of Circumciſion But I concetvezour Saviour 
refuſed to Waſh, not in diſobedience to the Cultome, ſo 
much as to ſhew them the fallity of the reaſon whereon 
they built their Cultome, ſci/. Suppoſing that eating with 
unwaſhen hands defileda nian; Which opinion our Blet. 
ſed Saviour refuted by telling the Jewes, that ( not what 
went in» but) what came out fromthe man occafioned his 
pollution, Beſides we do not read that waſhing of hands 
was ratify'd by Authority, but only introduced by frequent. 
practiſe and tradition, So that Chriit only ran counter ta 
a Cultome, and that will no way authorize our contrad ct - 
ing an impolition, As for that of Se. Paul's refuling to cir- 
cumcile, *twas to ſhew the abolicion of that Sicrament 
by the introduftion of anew, and this is no preſident for 
non- conformiſts to refuſe ſubſcription to circumRances of 
long continuance, and of neceſlary injunction, having not 
the authority of the Meſſiah for the introduSion of any 
new ones in their room. Moreover we know that Sr, Pant 
did circumciſe Timothy , that he might nor give occaſion At. 16. 1,3,3+ 
of icandall cothe Jewes, among whom he then was. If 
then D. E, will needs make the Apolile a pattern for 1- 
mitation in his non-conforming to an aboliſh'd Sacrament, 
and refuling to circumciſe Titus When he was among the 
Gentiles. Iſee not but why I may with farre greater rea- 
ſon urge his Example on the contrary, And ſince St. Paul 
being among the Jews did circumciſe therefore we _y 
D wel 
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_ * well conclude, that amongſt Conformiſts we ought to 
conforme. 


VII ExcePer. 


He Sorites (which D. EZ. termes a Chayn of conſe- 
quences) uſed by the Lord Biſhop to prove the neceſ- 
fity of impoſition, are (to ſpeake Mr. Baxter's Language ) 
the words of truth and Soberneſle, viz. From diverſity in 
external rights reſulteth diſlike, thence enmity: thence oppeſitions 
thence Schiſm in ({hurch, and ſedition in State. T he State 
net ſtanding ſecure without the Church, nor the Church without 
nnity, nor unity without uniformity, nor uniformity Without 
ſtrift impoſition. To this D, E. anſwers, That it is a meer 
rope.of Sand (A pretty good Anſwer for one that was gra- 
vell'd. Somewhat *rwas that D, E. was angry with 1t, he 
ſanding not well aftefted to any Rope bur one of Hemp ), 
But he proceds : end the parts of his chajne (it ſeems, a 
Rope and a Chaine are all one with our Animal : Indeed 
they are ſomething of Kin, and, if he proceed in his begun 
coutſes,the Chaine may chance to bring himto the Rope). 
Well bur what of the parts? why they do as little han 
togethery as Samſoy's Foxes did before they were tycd by ho 
T ayles (1 thought ſomething of a Foxe was nigh, the dif- 
courſe did ſo iiink) which conrſe the Biſhep hath imitated, 
not forgetting to pat in even the firebrand it ſelfe to make up the 
Cempariſon, So that this Fellow will needs make the 
Biſhops book the firebrand. Well, be ir ſo, The fire. 
brandcame betwixt the two tayles; The Lord Biſhop's 
book came between the Book of Mr, Baxter and D. EF. 
his Pamphler; how eafily then hath D.E. prov'd thar 
thoſe two laſt were the fox-tayles. And indeed the com- 
pariſon is cloſe and genuine, fince either of them haye left 
a molt abomin?ble fſcerr behind chem. But to proye 
the inſufhciency of his Lordſhip s Sorites, We are preſented 
with three obſeryations, 
( 1) That 
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(1.) That there ought to be diverſity in extemal formes 
fence the Apeoſt les of the Circumcifion gave the right hand of 
fellowſhip to the Apoſtle of the Gentiles, Whar then ? Be- 
cauſe the Apoliles of the Fews, and thoſe of the Gentiles 
did agree; cgo> there ought to be diyerfity of excerral 
forms. Still the old coneiquences ! Yea, bur they did 
agree, Although the external forms of worſsvip Were far more 
different than thoſe of England. (1.) Tleenquire of D. FE. 
where he heard, how he proves, or when he dream'd it ? 
(2.) Vie ask him) what of all chat, though we ſhould ſup- 
poſe a difformity in their worſhip? Peradventute the 
State of an infant-Church requir'd it, And (though, pro- 
bably, they did not approve of diverfity in Circumttanti- 
als, yer) they would not wrangle abour Formalities, leſt 
they ſhould deterr others from che Fundamentals, But 
now the caſe is alter'd, and a diſpenſation for recuſancy in 
Circumſtance) is ſo far from gayning others to the Funda- 
mentals, that itencourageth thoſe who have already re- 
ceived the Faith, to the mangling of the Chutch, and the 
dis)oyning of Chiiſt's Myliical Body, 

(2.) Hetells us, That the State may be preſery'd with- 
eut the Church, as it ts evident in thoſe 300 years before Con- 
{(tantine, When there was no Church at all legally (onnte- 
nanced. Still we are troubled with a grofſe Non-[equitnr. 
As if there were the ſame reaſon for a Church newly in- 
oculared and a Church concorporated with the State; when 
the Church;as ſuch,beats an equall weight wich the State,as 
ſuch. Before Conſtantines though all the Church had been 
maſſacred, yer might the temporall State have ſtood, yea 
and triumphed in their bloud ; Since thoſe chat had the 
Management of Secular affaires were nor members of the 
Church, Bur now when diſcrepancy of worſhip proves 
matters of faction ; when all that rule 10, or ſubmit to 1, 
the temporall Stace, mult (as alſo Church-members) patti- 
cipats and ſhare inthe fortunes of one or other part of the 
Church; the downfall of the one unayoydably involves the 
diflolurtion of the other, So that when the frabrick of the 
Church, decayes 1n a Volaminous ruine, the State _ 
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alſo crack in a proportionable Emphaſis of a broken 


frame, 
3. Unity in heart and ſpiris doth net in the leaſt depend 
pou Uniformity but on charity) 1. A Chriſtian and candid 


forbearauce in things circumſtantiall; While we agree in eſſen” 


?:4ll;, I admires in what Authour D. E. read this deti- 
nition of Charity ? we uſe to terme It, eAmare Deum, 
[upra omniay propter ſeipſum ; & vicinum eque ac noſmety 
propter Deum. SO that the part of charity looking towards 
our Neighbour, teacheth us to love him as our ſelves, bir 
ill for God's fake. Now whether this Charity depends 
vpon unity, and conſequently on uniformity, orelſe Uni 
ty and uniformity on Chatity» will eably appear, If the 
breach of charity hangs upon diſunion, and diſunion vp- 
on difformity ; then Charity dedends pon ur.1on, and 
vnion on uniformity : But the Antecedent 1s manifelily 
true, that the rendipg of the Church breaks the bonds ot 
Charity, in that it derracts from the honour of God; with. 
out which, the love of our Neighbour is no Charity : and 
that this rending or diſunion depends on difformityz in that 
differ ence of circumſtancials cauſerh heart-butnings , and 
an moſities. Whereupon D. E. is clearly mittaken in the 
dependance ; Charity depending on » and being propor- 
tion'd to Unity , not Unity to Charity. But whit if we 
ſhould concede Unity to depend on Charity ? yer il} 
D. E. is in his old »o» ſequitur. For Unity would fill de- 
pend (though mediately ) on Uniformity, fince Charity 
(whereon Re would have Unity depend) would be pre- 
ſerved by Uniformity, and broken by Diftormity. D.E. 
his candid forbearance then of one another in Circum- 
antials,is ſo far ftom being Charicyzthar it 15 the infringe- 
ment of it; fince ſuch a forbearance or connivence at 
Non-conformiſts, would, by the rending of the Church 
(which would unavoydably follow ) rend to Gods diſ- 
honour. But D. E. is not farther our in this, thay. in that 
which follows : viz. The Warrs did not ariſe from the Se- 
paration of Conſcientious diſſenters (in this he ſpeaks eruth, 


©: it 'was not Conſcience, bur Obſtinacy coupſelled them 
to 
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to diſſent) but from the fury of unconſcionable impoſers. But 
ſure it was diſſenting cauſed the rigid impoling. And then 
if ic muſt be Impoſing that broach'd the Warres, it may 
thanke forward Dillenting, Which ſame diſſenting practiſes 
whether they may not produce a relapſe into their former 
conſequences, 1 would fain have thoſe recuſants conlider; 
Unledle rhey delight in Animoſities, and like Salamanders 
long bath'din flames diſguſt the iofluence ofa milder Ele- 


menc. 


VIIL ExCEPT. 


. E, Pretends to haye great inſight into the Eccleſ- 
D aliick laws of the French and Daxtch Proteſtants;(And 
probably he may , for his underſtanding hath been beyond 
ſea, a long time), Bur yet he never read of any Impoſition 
of ftandingsſitting) or any other poſtures at the Adminiſtration of 
the Eachariſt. Bur yet if there were, ſaith he, it doth not jur 
ftifi e our impoſition of kneeling. (1) Becauſe the queſtion 55 , 
de jure , whether it be lawfull for them to preſcribe any one po- 
ſtare. D.. E. might do well to ſtep oyer,and convince thoſe 
Churches of their Errour, But why may. not they enjoin 
one particular Poſture ; fince an Oles and mixture of car- 
riageat thereception of the Sacrament is not only unde- 
cent; But (whenevery man ſhall adopt to himſelf a frame 
of deportment ) they will approach the Lords Tableei- 
ther with affeRation, partially applauding their own judg- 
ments, orelſe with regret maligne the diffimilary compo- 
ſure of others, Eicher of which are enough to-rendera 
Man an unworthy receiver. Beſides though ſome haye made 
it their endeayour xo prove ,the carriage of the Apoſiles 
diſcrepantfrom ours; Yet none eyer dream'd that they 
had a plurality of poſtures among themſelves. ( 2.). Saith 
D. E. None of thiſe psſtures, uſ*d by other Churches, are 
ſo lyable to exception» as kyeeling, 1 anſwer, that they are 
more lyable to exception, Sitting partakivg much of 1- 
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icreyerence ; and Randing being not ſuch an ample expreſſi- 
en of humility and derorion, In kneeling there 1s an obli- 
cation of Decency. For conſidermg the. importance of 
the ordinance, andthe Majeſty of the perfor. with whom 
we ave todo; Iknow no reaſon bur th: he moſt ſub- 
miffe and reyerential firuation of the body thould (even 
proſcinded from an enjoyning power) be obligatory, and 
more than indifferent, 

But why is kneeling ſo liable to Exception ? (1) Becasſe 
it varies moſt from the old form. Believe him who will! 
Which) I pray, doth fandings ſitting) or kneeling more bot- 
der on diſcumbency ? Bur whar though it ſhould molt dit- 
fer fromthe old form 7? although D. E. cannot prove it, 
They in their demeanours conſulted conveniency ; we, to 
expreſle onr devotion, Bur (2) Kneeling hath been mon- 
ſtronſly abnſ'd by the Papiſts to Idolatry. What though 2 doth 
the abuſe of a thing argue the illegirimacy of it's uſe ? I be- 
heve then that D. E, never ſaith his Praiers on his knees, 
Or probably he ſairh rhem in his ſleep, becauſe waking 
praters were abnf'd by Papiſts in their Vigils ; and ic may 
be,this made many Presbyterians wink and pray, Or(which 
is moſt likely } D. E. never ſaith any Praiers at all, be- 
cauſe Papiſts have made the Satnrs groan with their innu- 
merable Supplications, and have made PiAntes the Objects 
of clamorons Petitions, D.-F, ſure neyer puts the Bible 
ro the penance ofa conſulration , becauſe the moſt dam- 
ned Herericks have father'd rheir prerenfions thereon, and 


have had recourſe to Scripture for the Patronage of their 
Poſitrons. SES 


tt. Bt. Milt tt th th. th — 
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IX. ExXCEPr. 


Di . complains again of the injury was done in reyi- 
ing the whole body of Precbyrerians for the favlts of 
My. Baxter, upon ſuppoſition that he ts a Presbyterian. Sup” 
Polition that he is a Presbyterian ? Why will apy think 0- 

cherwiſe ? 
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therwiſe? Icannot conceive but Mr, Baxter would repute 


ita Calumny of the greatelt Magnitude , for any co ex- 
clude him out ofthe number, nay not to ſuppoſe him their 
ringleader. Do not others { yea and his own over-weening 
fancy) look on him as the pillar of their reeling Cauſe ? 
Do not all tand indifted of Hereſie in the thoughts of the 
reſt, who ſwarve from his poſitions, and comply not with 
an eager ſubſcriptionto what he depoſerh?Ir ſeems (though 
D. E. \cruples not to aftirm it) the Age is not too wile 
ro be gull'd with an *Auv7& #zn, Bur our Animadverter 
would have every man bear his own burden, And (although 
he doth not expreſle it, yer) he hath a pretty good reaſon 
for ſncha requeſt, ſor he knows Presbyrerians to be of that 
ſore of Animals which is yery good at bearing. But he 
wonders , 1n what Bible the Biſhop found that he might aſ- 
perſe 4 who'e order \ Foes for the pretended miſcarriage of one ? 
I wonder in what book (I will not ſay Bible, for I1 con- 
jeure that he lictle troubles that) did D, E. read that a 
man might not reprove a Whole Society , for the reall 
miſdemeanour of their ſuppoſed Chieftain? Or, where 
did he find that there is reaſon to rebandy the phraſe — 
Crimine ab uno Diſce omnes» upon the order of Epiſcopacy) 
becauſe of the Lord of xorceſter's dreamed fault ; fince 
he prerends not to ſuch an univerſality on the one fide, as 
Mr. Baxter doth on the other, Bur not to gratikfie the pe- 
tulant and Sawcy humour of our Pamphleter, I would be. 
ſeech him to know that the Sentence by him rerorted, is 
ſo farre from extending to Ds/ce emnes , That it 1s not yet 
come to Crimine ab «no. And D. E, is fo farre from trul 
incroducing the relt of the Biſhops as guilty, thar- he hat 
nor yet proy'd one of them Criminal, 


Hitherto D. E. tells us, he was willing to propoſe his ex- 
ceptions (or rather to blazon his ignorance) bat be will leave 
it to ſome abler pen (as he had need) ro convince the Biſoop 
and the world that it is not now time to ſow tares. No nor 
any other ſeed, ſo long as there are ſuch Geeſe as D, E. to 


devour ir, I wonder what Secd this is which our Pamphle- 
ren 
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ter hath ſowed? 'Tis ſcarce ſo good as Ifelix lolium. Tt 
is ſome kinro hemp-ſeed, and may in time do him a 
courreſie in the return, But the Reaſon) I pray, why a man 
may not in thts Age ſow tares? 0» The Age ts too wiſe to 
take every thing for Oracle which the Biſhop's paſſion dillater. 
No, nor yet whatever D., E, ſhall proclaim ; although there 
be ſome Reaſon for it, Since the Spirit in him, ſpake (like 
that of Zupiter Hammon) out of an Image, 

But yet before parting, D, E. will give us a taſte of che 
Reverend Father's deep Wiſdome. Andl will ſee how well 
his ſhallow wit will be able ro farhomr, 


—_— 


I, Goin D. E. The Biſhop declaimes ſo fierc:ly, as if he 

would crack hu Girdle. Girdle ? He was reſoly'd 1. 
mong(t ſo much non-{enſe to haye one word that was Ca- 
»oxical. Bur in the ſpace doth he nor ſtrain fo hard his rai- 
ling vein , that he hath burſt char point whereto the waſt- 
band of his Britches ſhould truſt , which makes him ſo fa- 
cily liable to the Laſh? Bur what is that againſt which 
there are ſuch Declamations? viz. Againſt thoſe who force 
all Communicants to come unto them» and be particularly exa- 
mined before their Admiſſion to the Sacrament. And what can 
D. E. ſay againſt any mans explodipg ſuch a Cuſtome ? 
or in vindication of ſuch a Practiſe ? Only this, That they 
Were but examined 9nce for all, as likewiſe the Biſhop allows 
Catechiſing. But 1 hope there 1s not the ſame reaſon for 
Carechizing, and for Presbyterian Examination z Catechi- 
zing being a facile avd preſcribed way of informing men 
in their duty, and exhibiting ro them a compendious means 
of knowing the opinion of the Church in matters of fairh 
and practiſe, Whereas (1). Examinations, whereby Pres- 
byterians ſifred men, was many times in Queſtions unheard- 
of and peradventure ſcarce well underſtood of the exami- 
ner. As, How long have ' you been converted * What method 
did the Spirit uſein your Converſion? And a multitude of 
Queries of the ſame Hackle. (2). The main thipg thar 
makes their Examination obyious to exception, is ; In _ 
the 
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the Miniſter had recourſe co his own priyate principles and 
Gogle periwaſion for the Queliions he propoſed; Inſo- 
much that if the Anfwer were found to dilcover aglimpſe 
of an opinion that ſwarv'd from the Maxims of his private 
and pick'd Church, it did adminilter ſufficient Occaſion 
of renunciation, Which praiſe how laudableic was, let 
any (bur D. E.) judge. T his D. E, thinks himſelf ingeni- 
ous when he tells us next , That rhe Biſhop did Well thus cold 
weather to ſet up a man of ſtraw » and catch himſelf a heat 
with threfving it. To ſee how much the Man's muſtaken / 
Tis I have been at the pains all chis while co threth this 
man of ſtraw, alchough I have not ſweat for'c, 
2. D. E. thinks it inadvertency in the Lord Biſhops wiſh, 
T hat the Authors of all ſuch books as defend the Covenant Would 
burn them themſelves to ſave the Hangman a labour, Bucl 
cannot enough applaud the Counſell. For che Sacrificing 
and devoting ſuch Books voluntarily ro the flames, mighr 
in ſome degree expiate the Authours crimes in a burn: of- 
fering, But as yec | ſee no reaſon any man hath { chough 
our Pamphleceerthinks the contrary) to bawk the reperi- 
cion of the Covenant to the infamy of ſuch as perperuare 
irs remembrance, and keep the memo: y thereot enſhrin'd 
in thoſe unhappy ſheets, whereinthey have wrapped it's 
Apology. I would not have D. E., dread the Dilemma- 
tical inconveniences that would accrueto thoſe who ſhould 
atrempt the defence of that Oath. Ler him not fear be- 
ing goared with the hornes (as he phraſes it) of a S7Rogiſmus 
cornutus » fince an Argamentum baculium Cork better ſuit 
with his capacity. But he hath a great tenderneſſe for the 
lawfull part of an Oath) after that it is ſolemnly taken, Here 
he hints to us chat ſome part of the Covenant was lawful, 
and gives a ſilent approbation of ſomerhing in that, which 
the wiidome of the Parliament wholly ditallowed. But 5t 
hath been taken by thoſe who have ventared th:ir lives to fig- 
nalize their Loyalty. Bur have not many ot them {ince g1- 
yen a pregnant teltimony how ill they have reſented the 
thing it ſelf, as alſo how utterly they derefted rhat com- 
pulfive power which forced . upon them, by a ſpontane- 
ous 
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ous and unengaged care for its abolition * Wherefore, 
(thoogh D. E, like a friend, takes carefor it's peaceable 
interment thinking 5t's Aſpes might bave reſted quietly better 
than have blows abont by the Biſhops furious breath» fince 54 
was burnt by publique Antherity » yet) 1 would enquire, 
(Since T H A T which was the Cinders from whence greac 
flames had their eruption, and diſplay'd themſelves 1n a 
general} conflagration , is now reduc'd to aſhes) why 
{hovl4 thoſe Volumes that have engaged in it's patronage 
preſeryeit's reliques unextinR , and gratifie the Coyenanc 
in a poſthome-life ? 

3. D. E, Cannever enough commend the Biſhop's wiſdome 
is reſolving never to write again And I can never ſuffigemcly 
applaud our Pamphleteer, who took courage ro defie one, 
which not'only {corn'dro foul his fingers with bþim, bur 
alſo had determin'd not to anſwer, But that which D: E, 
Ironically ſpeaks; I ſeriouſly repeat, as ſeeing high wi/deme 
in his Lordſhip's reſetve ag awnſt writing : For why ſhould he 
orate his dates, and walte- his Spirits in replying to the 'in- 
defatigable Limes and' pens © of any Trailing Presbyterians, 
Since he mighr acquieſce in that plenary refuration of his 
derratour,and the fulſatisfaction which his Lerrer contains 
and preſents to any thatſhould enqure to his belyed pro- 
ceedings with Mr. Baxter. And ]think-.cbere's. none can 
finde therein either errour or inſufficiency(as tothe matter 
it comprehends) unleſle ſuch as are of D. Z. his infolent 
and pedantique humour, which prompted him ſo magiſte- 
rtally ro vent his Non-ſenſe, even to the glowing of a ſo- 
ber eare. Such, Iconfefle = therebe any ſuch) as he may 
cry ont(thovgh- ridiculouſly enough Yodat che. Brhops reſol- 
ved Silence refembles a School boy 'who' after a box 03. the var 
lent to another, cunningly retreats. Botl ſhould ſuppoſe it 12- 
ther School=boy-like ro give him a box onthe eare,whom 
he knows to be peremprorily refoly'd againft. cecalirion , 
and derermin'd nor to ifike 4pain: How:mnch doth this Si. 
militnde of the PamphlereerTpeak the Anthor, - and fuffici- 
ently evince his underſtanding tobe ſub fern/a ? How dorh 
his extraysgant apd n1{ ad rem treatiſe, argue that His _ 
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play Truant? And his yery name (viz, D. EZ.) import that 
he is in his A. B. (. 

Bur to ſee the yaulcing and ſalacions humour of our A- 
nimadverterin the $skipping of his compariſon: from a 
School-boy to a Gyant, If ſaith he, Geliah (he means the 
Biſhop) ſhall defy Iſrael, and retire from the field, with 
only ſhewing hu teeth. T he Philiſtins will hardly thank him. 
But I ſay , that it Goliab(I mean Mr, Baxter) armed with 
a weaver's beam (though 1n his eye) ſhall thunder defy- 
ance againlt the King ayd huu Hoſt, Why may not David 
retire upon the conquelt of his Aonſtroxs for ? 

But ſince D. E. pronounceth it not the part of a Cham- 
pion to ſhew his teeth only and and run away ; lwould ad- 
viſe him (when ever he is to engage with his Adverſary ) 
not to ſhew his teeth, but his eares, the more formidable 
and (caring objets by farre. Our Author hattening now 
rowards an end, will yet tand to determine whether the de- 
portment of the Biſhop may make the reſt of the Prelates , judge 
him of kin to quickly-defeated Goliah or not ? Neither will 
I contelt much about ir, Only D. EZ. tis impudence per- 
ſwades me to believe himſelf of ſome affinity with Goliah. 
Fer Goliah had an helmer of brafle, and our Champion's 
face is of the ſame metral, 

Hitherto I have followed the Chaſe ; Bur ſince the Dra- 
2o0ner hath pleaſ'dro retire tothe proteCtion of his pre- 
tended honourable Patron, I ſhall leave both him and his 
Letter of intelligence to their Covert, expeRing to hear 
farther the next return. Till when | (hall preſume co re- 


creat to the Garriſon of the Readers courrelie (from whence. 
I firſt ilued and) where I dare not deſpair of Security and. 


Shelter, 


FINIS. 
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